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August 22,2002 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 Twelfth Street, S.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Re: Ex par& contact in CC Dwket Nos. 96-45,98-171.90-571,92-237.99-200 and 95-1 16; Universal Service 
Contribution Reform 

Dear Commissioner Abernathy: 

Cargill, Lnc. is pleased that the Commission is considering new methods for funding universal service. The 
current approach, which assesses contribution obligations based on interstate and international revenues, is 
uneconnmic and therefore unsustainable, and should he replaced with a method that assesses contribution 
obligation based on lines and activated wireless numbers. Cargill, however, strongly objects to a recent 
proposal made by certain state regulators to heeze the assessments attributable to residential lines. 

Cargill, Inc. is one of many business customers payng a federal universal service surcharge of between 8% and 
10.6%. This revenue-based percentage charge requires high-volume users to pay a disproportionate amount of 
universal service costs. As a result, the current system discourages use of productivity-enhancing 
communications technologies and creates a strong financial incentive for high-volume customers to use 
alternative technologies and service packages to reduce theucosts- not a good result as our country fights its 
way out of recesiion. 

The Commission should replace the current revenue-based universal service surcharge with a more equitable 
charge that would apply to every customer's connection to the network - to residential and business lines on 
wireline networks and activated telephone numbers on wireless networks. The Commission has requested 
comment on a universal service funding plan that includes such line and number charges, proposed by a 
coalition consisting ofThe Ad Hoc Telecommunications Users Committee, AT&T, e-TUG, and WorldCom. 
Under this proposal, increases and decreases in universal seryice subsidies would he reflected in uniform 
percentage adjustments to all per line and wireless number charges. Cargill, Inc. wges you to adopt this 
connection-based proposal. 

Cargill, Inc. also strongly objects to a recently tiled proposal by certain state regulators that would heeze for 
ye. .  a--.&"li-- ,,c and activated -sixless nffinbcr s h a r p  applied :a :esidential aid single !L?e business 
customers. This proposal advances no legitimate public interest objective. Indeed, there is not a shred of 
evidence that proportionate increases in all line and number USF charges, if needed, wouid adversely affect 
residential telephone subscription levels or unfairly burden residential telephone service customers. The state 
regulators would subject business users alone to added subsidy burdens, burdens that cc,uid be quite substantial 
and that could undermine historic support tor universal service subsidies. 
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Larry Gessmi ' 
Manager, Global Network Services 
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Federal Communications Cornfission 
445 Twelfth Street, S.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Re: Exparte contact in CC Docket NOS. 96-45, 98-171, 90-571, 92-237. 99-200 and 95-1 16; Universal S m i c e  
Contribution Reform 

Dear Commissioner Abemathy: 

Cargill, lnc. IS pleased that the Commission is considering new methods for funding universal service. The 
current approach, which assesses contribution obligations based on interstate and international revenues, is 
uneconomic and therefore unsustainable, and should be replaced with a method that assesses contribution 
obligation based on lines and activated wireless numbers. Cargill. however, stronglyobjects to a recent 
proposal made by certain state regulators to keeze the assessments attributable to residential lines. 

Cargill, h c .  is one of many business customers paying a federal universal service surcharge of between 8% and 
10.6%. 7his revenue-based percentage charge requires high-volume users to pay a disproportionate amount of 
universal service costs. As a result, the current system discourages use of productivity-enhancing 
communications technologies and creates a strong financial incentive for high-volume customers to use 
alternative technologies and service packages to reduce their costs - not a good result as our country fights its 
way out of recession 

The Commission should replace the current revenue-based universal service surcharge with a more equitable 
charge that would apply to every customer’s connection to the network - to residential and business lines on 
wireline networks and activated telephone numbers on wireless networks. The Commission has requested 
comment on a universal service funding plan that includes such line and number charges, proposed by a 
coalition consisting of The Ad Hoc Telecommunications Users Committee, AT&T, e-TUG, and WorldCom. 
Under this proposal, increases and decreases in universal service subsidies would be reflected in uniform 
percentage adjuslments to all per line and wireless number charges. Cargill. lnc. urges you to adopt this 
connection- based proposal. 

Cargill, Inc. also strongly objects to a recently filed proposal by certain state regulators that would & e a e  for 
5i.e years m c  line and aciivaied wiiclcss n.;;nber ihargss aPplied :a :esidmtial and siigle h e  busincss 
customers, This proposal advances no legitimate public interest objective. Indeed, there is not a shred of 
evidence that proportionate increases in all line and number USF charges, if needed, would adversely affect 
residential telephone subscription levels or unfairly burden residenlial telephone service customers. The state 
regulators would subject business users alone to added subsidy burdens, burdens that couid be quite substantial 
and that could undermine historic support for universal service subsidies. 
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Larry Gessini ’ 

Manager, Global Network Services 
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August 22,2002 

Commiss~oner Kathleen 0 Abernathv 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 TwelRh Street, S.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Re: Exparre contact m CC Docket Nos. 96-45,98-171.90-571.92-237, 99-200 and 95-1 16; Universal Service 
Contribution Refonn 

Dear Commissioner Abernathy: 

Cargill. Inc. is pleased that the Commission is considering new methods for funding universal service. The 
current approach, which assesses contribution obligations based on interstate and international revenues, is 
uneconomic and therefore unsustainable, and should be replaced with a method that assesses contribution 
obligation based on lines and activated wireless numbers. Cargill, however, strongly objects to a recent 
proposal made by certain state regulators to b e a e  the assessments attributable to residential liner. 

Cargill, h c .  is one of many business customers payng a federal universal service surcharge of between 8% and 
10.6%. This revenue-based percentage charge requires high-volume users to pay a disproportionate amount of 
universal service costs. As a result, the current system discourages use of productivity-enhancing 
communications technologies and creates a strong fmancial incentive for high-volume customers to use 
alternative technologies and service packages toreduce their costs ~ not a good result as our country fights its 
way out ofrecesiion 

The Commission should replace the current revenue-based universal service surcharge with a more equitable 
charge that would apply to every customer’s connection lo the network - to residential and business lines on 
wireline networks and activated telephone numbers on wireless networks. The Commission has requested 
comment on a universal service funding plan that includes such line and number charges, proposed by a 
coalition consisting of The Ad Hoc Telecommunications Users Committee, AT&T. e-TUG, and WorldCom. 
Under this proposal, increases and decrezsss in universal service subsidies would be reflected in uniform 
percentage adjustments to all per line and wireless number charges. Cargill. Inc. urges y3u to adopt this 
connection-based proposal. 

Cargill, h c .  also strongly objects to a recently filed proposal by certain state regulators that would fieeze for 
five j-eixs thc 1Llc w d  activated ;uiieless nsqber charges applied :a residmtial and single h e  busiicss 
customers. This proposal advances no legitimate public interest objective. Indeed, there is not a shred of 
evidence that proportionate increases in all line and number USF charges, if needed, would adverrelyaffect 
residential telephone subscription levels or unfairly burden residential telephone service customers. The state 
regulators would subject business users alone to added subsidy burdens, burdens that couid be quite substantial 
and that could undermine historic suppon for universal service subsidies. 

Manhger, Global Netlrork Scrvices 
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August 22.2002 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 'Twelfth Street, S.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Re: Expurle conIilct in CC Docket Nos. 96-45, 98-171,90-571, 92-237. 99-200 and 95-1 16; Universal Service 
Contribution Reform 

Dear Comniissioner Abemathy: 

Cargill. Inc. is pleased that the Commission is considering new methods for funding universal service. The 
current approach, which assesses contribution obligations based on interstate and international revenues, is 
uneconomic and therefore unsustainable. and should be replaced with a method that assesses contribution 
obligation based on lines and activated wireless numbers. Cargill, however, strongly objects to a recent 
proposal made by certain state regulators to fieeze the assessments attributable to residential lines. 

Cargill, Lnc. is one of many business customers paying a federal universal service surcharge of between 8% and 
10.6%. This revenue-based percentage charge requires high-volume users to pay a disproportionate amount of 
universal service costs. As a result, the current system discourages use of productivity-enhancing 
communications technologies and creates a strong fmancial incentive for high-volume customers to use 
alternative technologies and service packages to reduce their costs ~ not a good result as our counby fights its 
way out of recession. 

The Commission should replace the current revenue-based universal service surcharge with a more equitable 
charge that would apply to every customer's connection to the network - to residential and business lines on 
wireline networks and activated telephone numbers on wireless networks. The Commission has requested 
comment on a universal service funding plan that includes such line and number charges, proposed by a 
coalition consisting of The Ad Hoc Telecommunications Users Committee, AT&T, e-TUG, and WorldCom. 
Under this proposal, increases and decreases in universal service subsidies would be reflected in uniform 
percentage adjustments to all per line and wireless number charges. Cargill, Inc. urges yclu to adopt this 
connection-based proposal. 

Cargill, Inc. also strongly objects to a recently filed proposal by certain state regulators that would freeze for 
five yeais thc I L x  aiid ac:ivated \viiclcss n m b c r  c h u g s  applied :a :esidential and si& h e  businsss 
customers. This proposal advances no legitimate public interest objective. Indeed, there is not a shred of 
evidence that proportionate increases in all l ine and number USF charges, ifneeded. would adverselyaffect 
residential telephone subscription levels or unfairly burden residential telephone service customers. The state 
regulators would subjecL business users alone to added subsidy burdens, burdens that couid be quite substantial 
and that could undermine historic support lor universal service subsidies. 
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August 22,2002 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 Twelfth Street, S.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Re: Exparte contact in CC Docket NOS. 96-45,98-171,90-571, 92-237.99-200and95-116; Universal Senice 
Contribution Reform 

Dcar Commissioner Abernathy: 

Cargill. Inc. is pleased that the Commission is considering new methods for funding universal service. The 
current approach, which assesses contribution obligations based on interstate and international revenues, is 
uneconomic and therefore unsustainable, and should be replaced with a method that assesses contribution 
obligation based on lines and achvated wireless numbers. Cargill, however, strongly objects to a recent 
proposal made by certain state regulators to keeze the assessments attributable to residential lines. 

Cargill, Inc. is one of many business customers paying a federal universal service surcharge ofbehveen 8% and 
10.6'%. This revenue-based percentage charge requires high-volume users to pay a disproportionate amount of 
universal service costs. As a result, the current system discourages use ofproductivity-enhancing 
communications technologies and creates a strong financial incentive for high-volume customers to use 
alternative technologies and service packages to reduce their costs - not a good result as our counby fights its 
way out ofrecesiion. 

The Commission should replace the current revenue-based universal service surcharge with a more equitable 
charge that would apply to every customer's connection to the network - to residential and business lines on 
wireline networks and activated telephone numbers on wireless networks. The Commission has requested 
comment on a universal service funding plan that includes such ltne and number charges, proposed by a 
coalition consisting of The Ad Hoc Telecommunications Users Committee, AT&T, e-TUG, and WorldCom. 
Under this proposal, increases and decrczses in universal service subsidies would be reflected in uniform 
percentage adjustments to all per line and wireless number charges. Cargill, Inc. urges you to adopt this 
connection-based proposal. 

Cargill, Inc. also strongly objects to a recently filed proposal by certain stale regulators that would i?eeze for 
five ycais h c  ILK afid activated wireless nii;mber charges agl icd :a ;esidmhal and single line busiiiss 
customers. This proposal advances no legitimate public interest objective. Indeed, there is not a shred of 
evidence that proportionate increases in all line and number USF charges, if needed, would adverselyaffect 
residential telephone subscription levels or unfairly burden residential telephone service customers. The state 
regulators would subject business users alone to added subsidy burdens, burdens that couid be quite substantial 
and that could undermine historic support Tor universal service subsidies. 
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Manager, Global Nctwork Services 
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August 22, 2002 

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
415 Twelfth Street, S. W. 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Re: Erpnrle contact in CC Docket Nos. 96-45.Y8-171,90-571,92-237.99-200 and 95-1 16; Universal Service 
Contribution Reform 

Dear Commissioner Abernathy: 

Cargill, Inc. is pleased that the Commission is considering new methods for funding universal service. The 
cument approach, which assesses Contribution obligations based on interstate and international revenues, is 
uneconomic and therefore unsustainable, and should be replaced with a method that assesses contribution 
obligation based on lines and activated wireless numbers. Cargill, however, strongly objects to a recent 
proposal made by certain state regulators to freeze the assessments attributable to residential lines. 

Cargill, Inc. is one of many business customers paying a federal universal service surcharge of between 8% and 
10.6%. This revenue-based percentage charge requires high-volume users to pay a disproportionate amount of 
universal service costs. As a result, the current system discourages use ofproductivity-enhancing 
communications technologies and creates a strong financial incentive for high-volume customers to use 
alternative technologies and service packages to reduce their costs - not a good result as our country fights its 
way out of recession. 

The Commission should replace the cment  revenue-based universal service surcharge with a more equitable 
charge that would apply to every customer's connection to the network - to residential and business lines on 
wireline networks and activated telephone numbers on wireless networks. The Commission has requested 
comment on a universal service funding plan that includes such line and number charges, proposed by a 
coalition consisting ofThe Ad Hoc Telecommunications Users Committee, AT&T, e-TUG, and WorldCom. 
Under this proposal, increases and decreases in universal service subsidies would be reflected in uniform 
percentage adjustments to all per line and wireless number charges. Cargill, Inc. urges you to adopf this 
connection- based proposa I .  

Cargill, Inc. also strongly objects to a recently filed proposal by certain state regulators that would 6eeze for 
f i b s  ycais thc Ikc  and activated wiicless n m b c r  charpcs applied :a :esidential and silgle l i x  business 
customers. This proposal advances no legitimate public interest objective. Indeed, there isnot a shred of 
evidence that  proportionate increases in all line and number USF charges, if needed, would adversely affect 
residential telephone subscription levels or unfairly burden residential telephone service customers. The state 
regulators would subject business users alone to added subsidy burdens, burdens that could be quite substantial 
and that could undermine historic support for universal service subsidies. 
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Manager, Global' Network Services 
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